INSCRIPTIONS IN THE EPIGRAPHICAL MUSEUM

1. A New Eretrian Treaty, I.G., 12, 17, 446/58.c. The small fragment now published
as I.G., 12, 17 has been assigned by its various editors to as many different periods;
and, regarded from a purely epigraphical point of view, it bears certain similarities to
early fourth century hands. The forms of the letters are not unlike those found in some
inscriptions of the 60’s of the fourth century, and the sftoichedon order of lettering was
not observed. The difficulty in interpretation and dating is further increased by the
fact that the decree was inscribed in the Ionic alphabet. For these reasons Foucart
preferred to assign the document to the early fourth century, and suggested as explana-
tion of the text that the name Antissa be restored in certain lines, thus making it a
part of the agreement effected by Thrasybulus in Lesbos (390 B.c.).! Kirchhoff, the new
editor of the Supplement to the Inscriptiones Graecae, felt that the year in which Alcibiades
was operating in Hellespontine waters was more suitable to the general requirements
of the inscription; and, therefore, considered it a part of the pact made between the
Athenians and the Selymbrians in 409/8 B.c.2 It was then pointed out by Wilhelm that
the fragment rightfully belonged to the middle of the fifth century, and that certain
phrases used in it (and also in a very similar document, I.G., 1%, 39) are no longer
found in the fourth century.?

A close examination of these two texts together discloses at once their relationship
with one another, and it becomes clear that the formulae are rigid in their order as
well as their phraseology. In I.G., 12, 39 the name of the state contracting the alliance
with Athens is required before the participle metbouérorg (line 15), before the phrase uere

The author wishes to express his gratitude to Professor Edward Capps, former Director of the
American School of Classical Studies, for the opportunity granted him to work in the Ipigraphical
Museum as School Fellow, and to Professor Benjamin D. Meritt for his encouragement and advice
on many matters.

! Foucart, Rev. Arch., 33 (1877), 2nd Ser., p. 261. Iis suggestion was based on the assumption that
this fragment could be identified with the duoloyie effected by Thrasybulus; but that was only a general’s
agreement which would require the ratification of the Council and the Demos; whereas this decree is part
of a formal alliance. Moreover, the letters gvow in line 2 exclude the restoration Antissa.

2 1.G., 1, Suppl, p. 11; see also Xen., Hellenica, I, 3, 105 1.G., 12, 116.

3 A. Wilhelm, Gott. Gel. Anz., 1903, p. 780.

98
American School of Classical Studies at Athens %J
is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve, and extend access to éff gﬂ
Hesperia STOR ®
WwWw.jstor.org




318 EUGENE SCHWEIGERT

T@v ogxwrdv (line 17), and again before the infinitive udsar (line 21). Turning to I.G.,
1%, 17, one finds the letters gvouwr (see Fig. 1) in line 2 of the following text, the letters
ag in line 4, and og in line 7. Occurring as they do before the regularly used phrases
mentioned above, they can only be parts of the name of some city. Furthermore, the
letters svory can belong only to such names as end in & like *Eperitg, XaAndZs, and
Stvgég; that is, the choice is limited at once to a certain class of names. Again, the
nominative of the name must end in @, for the fracture of the left edge of the fragment

Fig. 1

near line 4 clearly follows the right hasia of a letter like A, A, or A; and enough space
is preserved to show that any letter which spread at the top or side must have left
some trace of its existence, had it ever been there. These considerations exclude, for
example, the letter O, and therefore the genitive of the name XeaAxig as a possibility
of restoration in line 4. To sum up, the name must belong to the a-declension and its
ethnic to the eg-declension.

The following provision (lines 57—63) in the decree concerning Chalcis is quite
significant taken in connection with I.G., I2, 17. 1t reads: 70 02 @oépione Tdde xai
©ov | hdonov dvayedpoar ‘A0éveot pev tov yoo|uulalrée s Bodds dotéler Mbiver xai x|arabivar
&g mély téheor toig Xakwnidé|ov, &v d¢ Xalnide & ToL Tuegdt ©5 Mog 7O | ’Olvumio he folé
Xoadridéov avaypdgoao|a rarabévo.
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The provision in itself is not unusual except for one phrase zéleor volg Xadntdéor:
the stelae bearing the decrees were to be erected at the expense of the Chalcidians.
The natural and apparently regular procedure followed in the recording of Attic decrees
was to entrust the task of engraving the decree to an Athenian lapidary, while the
foreign copy, if any, was done by a native workman. [.G., 12 39, for example, is the
Athenian copy of the treaty with Chaleis; it is inscribed in the well-developed hand of
the middle fifth century. The Chalcidian copy, which was to be set up in the shrine of
Olympian Zeus, was in all probability done by a Chalcidian. Such a procedure, however,
could not have been followed in the case of I.G., 1%, 17. It was engraved in the Ionic
alphabet in a careless hand; yet it was found on the Acropolis, and was a record of an
Athenian decree of the mid-fiftth century. It cannot be merely a copy of I.G., 1% 39,
for the physical considerations of the inscription already described above exclude such
a possibility.

The explanation of the puzzle lies in I.G., 12, 39, lines 42-43:

xafdmee *Egetoietior dpocpioar|o ho
0&wog ho ‘Abeveiov

i.e., the decree concerned Eretria, it preceded in time the decree about Chalecis, and
in fact served as a model of phraseology for I.G., 12, 39. The restoration of the
name Eretria in all its forms fits admirably all the epigraphic requirements of the
fragment, and no doubt some phrase like télear voig "Egergiéwy accounts for its being
inscribed in the Ionic alphabet.! Both the decrees were inscribed by an Eretrian
workman.

The text of the fragment with the new restorations and certain corrections is now given:

F N rabra 0¢ dumedwow *Eog]
[zot)ebory [me]fouévors wdn dfuwr T@r A6py)
[alw]y" bgrdoalt] J[& moeofeiay MbGoay 3 *Eoe]
[vof]as pere vav 6[orwrdy "Abpralog xel dmoye]

5 [dypou] g dudoarrag Gm[wg & &v dudowow Emav)
[veg] Smiueddofw]y ot or[parnyol” wave Tdds)
[edT]dg dudoar® odx dmog[vioouar dmd Td Jiju]
[0 7]o ‘AOpalwy ofre Té[yym olre upyavii 0dd)
[elutde 000’ &msr 008 [Boywe o0de zir dgioTau]

10 [&lor meloopar xel o[y dguotit Tic woTeed)
[A46)n[ve]io nai wov @égov drorehd woig Abyy)]
[aiotg Oy &v] meibw [Abypyaiog x7l.]

! Cf., for example, .G, 1%, 16 (Tod, no. 32); here the alphabet is also Ionic because the decree was
set up rédeoe rois Ty Pbacnlirwr). See A.Wilhelm, Gitt. Gel. Anz., 1898, 204—5.
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Fig. 2a
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2. The Eretrian Judicial Decrees, I.G., 1%, 42 and 43. I1G., I3, 42 consists of
three fragments of Pentelic marble, two of which join (fragments a and b). The back
of the stela was broken entirely away, and only the inscribed surface and a small
section of the right side are now preserved. The new join is illustrated by figures 2a
and 2b; the jagged edges of both the fragments fit exactly, and a thin straggling
groove lying along the right side of each piece serves to link them together with
certainty.

I.G., 12,43 is opisthographic; only the one inscribed face is published in the FEditio
Minor. In my opinion the letter forms and the general measurements place this piece

Fig. 2b

with I.G., 1%, 42. The letters on the unpublished fragment are faint and only a few
can be read with certainty, but what I have read is given below:

JO1A[
Jo.. 0
JAME[
JMATE[
JIMO

The thickness of I.G., 12,43 is 0.131 m.; and since it belongs with 1.G., 1%, 42, this
measurement will hold for that fragment too. The text of I.G., 1%, 42, observing the
new join, is given below:
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v A]Bevoul. ]
.. eav]uefBog[06 .]
..... Tipde[o ]
..... Joowuee ]
..... Jagpegov | .]

heori Jowae hol.]

The rest of the text follows that of the Editio Minor.

3. Another Eretrian Judicial Decree, 1.G., 12, 49. The text of this decree as published
in the FEditio Minor does not observe the left margin of the stela. It should read as
follows:

.ES00XI ..A. ...
.ENOSMEPITO. ..
QI EMENAOS=T. ..
...ES0OAITONA. .
....EIOSEINAI.

. .AENESTODMPY

In 1.G, 12, 55, lines 7—11, are these provisions:

[moooralélebw 6 moléuagyos [rai docy]
[érw adrov mé]vre Hueodv ¢’ Ng B[» ai xAjoe]
[tc nwory %] Svbvvéolow yhia[tow dec)
(xuijov tijg fudplag éxdorng Ewg &[v eloayd]
[yqe &ev p1) T dnudorov] #[w]Aber

The general sense of this passage is obviously close to that of I.G., 12,49, lines 6 sqq.;

and, although I.G., 1%, 55 is an honorary decree, whereas I.G., 1?, 49 seems to be an
agreement somewhat similar in substance to I.G., 1,40 and 41, the court of the polem-
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arch would have jurisdiction in both cases. Hence any phraseology concerning these cases
would be similar. In lines 6-8 of I.G., 12, 49 I suggest, therefore, the following restoration:
Toudn]ovy’ Euegov ag’ & By how x|éoerg yoéxwory: holdd moléuagylog moooralé|ebo Ab6évale
& 10 Jdi]xaorégiov.
The Hestiaean decree, I.G., 12, 41, lines 2-3, supplies still another pertinent phrase:
[Abévale] 8¢ 10 dinaotéoror [&y Oi|xaoregio v]6 &ys ‘Eoviaiceg dodyet vog J|inag).
The full text should read as follows:?!
S A 6] 08 yoa[uparedg 6 %)
[¢ Boldc dvaygapodzo v]aire oi 08 [mokeral dmo]
[twoboosdvrory wév otélhev: oi 08 no[Aangéron d6]
[vvov w0 doyvgrov: melot 08 6[v &] dix[e yiyveron .]

ot
~—
-
=
[}
3
S
A
[
=
o
S
—
—
o
[hlr}

..............................

[éoetg éyoénwary: ho] 9é noréucoy[og mooonalé]
[ofo >Abévale & v0 Ji]naotéoror §[x dinaoreol]
(0] *Eoevo[toy avvov elinoor éusgdy [el ¢ pé, edbu]
0 [¥)éolo y[A]aftor doa]yuais Smog Gy oy ho Bokd]
[u]evog megl ro[brov &]miel g vyio[va rava (vd) épo]
[e]gprouéva Sovig &y 0]éher *Egeroid[v téva, émi)
[u]éhealar ©vd[e wov] xéovra Botig [&v doxi ém]
[1zéd]etog stvar: [wak]éoe 08 wai (i yoéva . .]
5 [....]0ev & 70 mov[ravello[y] fog Ay & [Abéveory]
... .. 0al...2%. .0 ey [-- 2% --]

4. An Honorary Decree, I.G., 112, 485, 563, and 621; 304/3 B.c. Some years ago
Wilhelm reported that the small fragments which are now published as I.G., 11%, 485
and 563 belonged together.? There is no physical join; but, to judge from their great
similarity in style of lettering, from the alignment as well as their identical measurements,
the attribution seems quite sound. Still another fragment must be added to these
fragments: I.G., 112, 621. Only the right side of the piece is preserved; the rest of the
fragment is broken away. On all these pieces the letters are of the small shallow,
lightly-cut style of the last decade of the fourth century (Figs. 3a and 3b). The
restoration of line 4 in fragment a is derived from the recent article of Professor
B. D. Meritt, Hesperia, IV, 1935, p. 54d. The phrases of lines 12—13 of fragment b are
quite common ; the reader may refer to such honorary decrees as 1.G., II1%, 471, lines 15 -16;
492, lines 21—-23; 498, lines 12-15; 467, lines 20 sqq. For line 17 of fragment b see, for
example, I.G., 112, 492, lines 16-17.

1 Fragment ¢ has been assigned recently by Wade-Gery, B.S. 4., XXXIII, p. 114 (= S.E.G., 11, §)
to L.G., 12, 114
2 A. Wilhelm, Ath. Mité., 39, 1914, p. 279.
22
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Frac. A CTOIX. 38
[é]mwi Degexhéov[g Hoyovrog &mi wig ...1... tdog]
[é]vdexding  mov[vavelag . Emiyooivog Anpoyde]
[ovg] T'ao[yn]erio[g Syoauudrever: Ocgynhi@vog mwé]
[ur]rer uer’ eixa[dag mwéumrer ol elxoori wijg 7o)
[ve]avelag® &x[x]A[noia wvola Ty meoédowr émeip]
(Llev Swowyémls ..o LK xal GVUTTE]
[ded]oo” &doke[v it BovlijL xal TdL duwe .. .5 ..]
Lacuna of at least five lines

Frac. B

PP PR | ]
PP S NP ] ]
PPN - [ S ]
[..%..] Xodud]..... o todg Bactréag Avriy]
[ov]ov et Ayuireliov .. ... .. .. AT 8]
[e]othe.c ovppay[. o oo v oot Mool 7]
onoouév[wly [t]av [ . ... ... 8 oo ]
Xodndetg 6mwg [ovv oo oo N ]
TRNTAI BloJtwzol[. .. ....... 50 .. oo ... ]
1A xei [ ][ .. Juol[. .. X ... . elvovg Oy Tie Ofuw]

(] zo Abpeioy x[al volg Bacthetow "Aviiydvor]
ral Anunrolwr [dietéder Aéywv xel modrTwy T 0]

vugéoorta it meveidt abrob ......M . ... .. ]
uere wot ade[Agob .. ... oo, T@L Ofpwr ThL]
Abppaior e[l voig Bacidebory dvrydvor nei A
quntolwy O ... S %]
i 0w roi[ra mwdvte mwolitny adrov 6 Ofjuog émdnoe]
L R el J
Frac. C

[ e e JIPE
[ lov xa
[i T@ Sfuwe ta "Abppaiwy xei vols Bactd]stow A
rrwydvor wol dpuqrolwr ... 1L lzo dmo |
[--------------- vy ijg wokewg éhev]Begiay
[F--mmm e A0 praiwy
- ®Qré] TOY ¥0
[woy - - === === - e o e oo - 1YO ody
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These three pieces are parts of a decree passed apparently in honor of a Chalcidian,
who had performed notable services for Athens as well as for his own city and the rest
of the Hellenes. The reference in line 9 of fragment b must undoubtedly be connected
with the garrison known to have been stationed in Chalcis before it was taken by
Demetrius Poliorcetes.! In order to be able to see the decree in its historical setting,

-
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Fig.3a

it will, perhaps, be of value to recapitulate briefly the succession of events in which
both Chalcis and Athens were so deeply involved. In any struggle for control of central
Greece Chalcis occupied a strategic position; and its strong fortifications, rebuilt shortly
after the departure of Alexander for Asia, offered an excellent place for a military

! Diod., XX, 100, 6.
22¥
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stronghold.! Consequently it passed rapidly from the hands of one conqueror to another.
Thebes, too, had long been desirous of gaining control over Euboea, and its name
frequently is linked with that of Chaleis in the history of the period. At some time
after 357, the year in which Athens temporarily regained her influence in Euboea and
contracted a number of alliances, Chalcis became a member of the Boeotian League
(I.G., VII, 2724b). From that period down to the wars of the successors of Alexander
we know little of the history of Chalcis. At the time of the short-lived peace between
Antigonus and Cassander (313 B.0.) Chalcis was separated from Thebes, for it was held
by Cassander, while the Boeotian League and
the Aetolians were in alliance with Antigonus.?
After the hostilities were renewed, Cassander
detached Thebes from the alliance with Anti-
gonus and temporarily disrupted the League.
In retaliation Polemaeus, the capable general
of Antigonus, swiftly recovered Thebes and
captured in addition Eretria, Carystus, and
Chaleis. Both the League and Chaleis re-
mained loyal thereafter—as long as Polemaeus
was loyal. By 310 he had become convinced
of his ability to take and retain any places
which he might seize for himself. He then
made an alliance with Cassander. Chalcis
seems to have remained safely in his grasp
until 309 when he sailed to Cos to carry on
treasonable negotiations with Ptolemy (Diod.,
XX, 27, 3). On his departure he left a man
whose name we know partially from an Attic
decree passed in his honor, as officer-in-charge.?
The assassination of Polemaeus freed him from
responsibility, and he turned the city over
to the Chalcidians. Boeotia, meanwhile, had
remained loyal to Antigonus as late as 309, for in that year it opposed the passage of
Polyperchon, who was acting in concert with Cassander, through Boeotia (Diod., XX, 28, 4).

By a swift coup between the years 309 and 304 Cassander re-occupied Chalcis,
recovered control of the Boeotians, and garrisoned Chalcis with Boeotians, for when
Demetrius came in 304 “to free the Greeks,” it was necessary to expel the Boeotian

Fig. 3b

1 Cf. Strabo, X, 447; see also Diod., XIX, 78, 2; &nfxacgos ydp 7 mdhis &ote Tois Bovlouévois Eyew
oountigiov (meds 7o) diamodeueiv mepl T@y Slww.

 Diod., XIX, 77, 6, Cassander had a garrison in Chalcis; see Diod., XIX, 75, 6, for the alliance of
the Boeotians and Antigonus.

3 The name is ...otimos, I.G., 11, 469; see also 1.G., XII, 9, 192 (Dittenb., Syll., 3rd ed., I, no. 323).
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guard. He then swiftly came to an agreement with the Chalcidians and forced the
Boeotians to become his allies.!

This decree then belongs to that numerous group of Attic decrees which were passed
in the years 307—304 in honor of men who had served Antigonus and Demetrius with
distinction in the general war against Cassander.?

5. A Decree Concerning Certain Chalcidians, I.G., 112, 258 and 617. Two small
fragments published as I.G., II% 258 and 617 join. Fragment a preserves the right
side, and across the face of each piece lies a deep erasure (Fig. 4). The restoration
has been made on the basis of a stoichedon order of fifty-five letters per line, and in
some lines is presented only to show my interpretation of the text. In general all the
phrases are formulaic and are to be found in that group of decrees relating to alliances.

Frac. B

1 [o... Xedwdélag ovulpdyorg — - - - = - - == = - - - - m o - oo — oo o ]
[o.... oL, ] §vv &[vdgeg dyaliol eloww meol Tov Ofjuov(?) - - -]
S T P A T 7 e R T ]
[..?2..] moo[g w]ov dfjulov wov Abypraiwy - - - - - - - - - - = - == - - - ]

5 [...alovol [mlayyéhAwot - - -~~~ - - - - oo e e ]
[ ..] atrodg [d]omeg @lifovg ~ - -~ -~ - - - oo oo ]
[. JAety &lg [t]odg mod[sulovg - - - = — = = = - - - - oo oo oo~ F;
[¢]y dé g GlAdgwyrale - - - - - - = - - m e e e 1
[JAEINAINELJAI 2oy [08 T1g — — — = == — - = oo oo = 407

10 [e]iovs elc THLI[. .JE evroldg------------~--- v Xd]
Mudéwr &0 AYF[------- oo e ]
OTQUUNYO[- = ~ = = = = = = = = = — o — m——m o oo oo ]
TOVG BPROVG - — =~ — = — mmmmm - e m oo ot Xahu]

(0]fjc Orav [Gudowory éuuevsly v voig Goxoig addhwg xal Tijt evupayle]
5 [o] xel ot @ihlen wijt yeyevyuéim medg Todg Abyvalovs xal Todg cvup]

[d]govg %l [~ -= -~~~ -~ - -~~~ ]
[z]@y dnuoofiwy - = - - - - = = = = - - - o oo n
[v]ovar 08 [wodg oxovg *AOmvaiorg mepi tig ovupaylag wijg yeyenusévn)
[¢] zovg Xk [xidéag, wéuar 0& Tov Ofjuoy vov Abnpralwy &g . . . 7 . . . woeéof]
20 [elig voels, [drvayodipar 08 wiy ovupayiov el othhag dbo xal owijoar Tog)
[o]wihag & [udv ... " ..., ABjpmor dé &v dwgombher - - - - - - - - - - - ]
[z]@v ieo@y [goqudTwy? - - — = = = = = = =~ =~ o ]
B ]
[ Jp9 [ mmm o ]

! Pluat., Dem., 23, 2; Diod., XX, 100, 65 Marm. Par., I.G., XI1, 5, 444, CXXV (Jacoby, F.G. H., 2B, 239 B, 24).

t Cf. 1.G., 1%, 469, lines 8—10; 467, lines 22-3; the phrase 8re 6 Bacideds Avriyovos dméoreldev TdW
Vov adtod dnuiroiov éhevdeodoavta Ty Te wlhww xal Tods dlhovs “Eldqvas in LG, 112, 498, lines 15—18
refers to this year, and is echoed in Diod., XX, 100, 5—6.
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In line 10 the stoichedon order was disturbed after the erasure was made. The hand
of the inscription belongs in the decade 350-340, and resembles so much the hand of
I.G., 112, 219 as to be perhaps by the same workman.

Fig. 4

The previous decade witnessed the struggle of Thebes and Athens for the hegemony
in Euboea. When the Thebans were at last worsted, numerous alliances were contracted
between the cities of Euboea and Athens.! To the year 357/6 belong, for example,
1.G.,11% 124, 125, and 149. The hands of the stone-cutters of this period are distinguished

1 Diod., XVI, 7,2; Aeschin., III, 85f.; Dem., VIII, 74; XXII, 14; XVIII, 99.
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by the extreme neatness and smallness of the letters. The above inscriptions are fine
examples of this style. The same artisan undoubtedly inscribed both 124 and 149, and
although slightly florid in its execution, 126 preserves the same characteristics. I1.G., I3
2b8, on the other hand, belongs to a different style: the strokes of the letters hang
loosely together. A close parallel is the hand of I.G., II%, 219. Consequently, the
year 357 would be much too early for this inscription, but in the next decade there
are several possibilities: in 349/8 the Olynthians at last succeeded in persuading Athens
to form a defensive alliance against Philip; and in the year 343/2 an alliance was made
between Athens and Chaleis through the efforts of Callias and Demosthenes. These are
the possibilities, but choice is impossibie. Both the alliances would have been made in
the name of the Chalcidians. The alliance, for example, of the Athenians and the
Olynthians in 384/3 has this heading:!

[(Svppeyic Xed]udéoy T@[v]

[l Ogeainng Toi)g &[0]meglotg

Without more evidence the question must remain undecided.?

- 6. The Decree in Honor of the Ambassadors from Acanthus and Dium, I.G., IIZ,
210, 259, and E.M. 6874. The formulaic conclusion which has been restored in IG.,
112, 259 belongs to the honorary decree, I.G., II% 210. No join exists between the
fragments. Since I.G., 112, 259 preserves the right margin, it necessitates certain changes
in the disposition of I.G., II2, 210. Another fragment which is unpublished and entirely
broken away except for part of the left side must be added to these pieces. Two
types of lettering are used on I.G., 112, 259: the one a firm small hand and the other
large and somewhat shallowly cut (Fig. ).

Frac. A
t [, B Tvg mo[- oo B ]
[..... o z]o Yhpoule ... .. 08 L ]
[...7... ovuplayor MPOE[........ . ]
L. Do Arowbliovg wal Afig ... .. oo, ]
5 [... B 1y el woig [..... .0 .. ]

1 I.G., 112, 363 usually the northern XwAx:d% ave distinguished from the Euboean branch by a phrase
like of émi Opalxns or Xadxidis and OGpalxns. Cf. Xen., Hellenica, V, 2, 15; I1.G., 112 43, col. B, lines 5—6;
Diod., XIV, 82, 3 for the year 394/3 (Diodorus gives the wrong date: I.G., II?% 16 has the archon Eubou-
lides, 394/3).

2 If it is the Euboean Chalcis one might compare for line 21 the following sentence from LG., 112, 44,

lines 16—17: x[or ot]ijoc[e ‘Adf]vnor uiv &v dxgomdi e,

v [0¢ XoA]xld[o v T)de feode Tijs Adnvales

and restore: [o]zidas év [uéy Xalxide év T fegie T i Adnvelus Tékéoe Tois Taull]dy feodv [yonudrwy,
A%ivnor I¢ &v dxgomoher xth.]
Cf. also 1.G., 12, 89, lines 60 sqq.



Fig. 5. The fragments of No. 5 placed in their relative positions
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..., LA 1 adzolg mel........ 20 ... ]
P Jo AOypale ..o 0oL ]
[...7 .. AvavB]lov wall ddwy xel mag  éxeiv)

[wr &Awy(?) molewv] vav olmw[ ovuuayidwy yevous]
10 [pov vér Muwt v]ee Adppalio, mwedg dé Tov dfjuor]
[vov Anarbiw]y [e]ivar wip [ovppayiar i’ Soog ]
[oog mdvtag] wodg wiy ov[lyy xabeddvrag iy x]
lowip molog Dilumrmov. Em[awvéoar 0¢ vodg moéo]
[Betg Tiw] AxevBiwy nai Aoy ral wedéocor mi)
5 [ &) 0 movtavelov [elg alolov. avayedie)
[¢ 08 wdde vo] Yiguope [év ovhlye Mbivne o]y yo
[opuarée Tov] w[az]e [movravsior Oéro fHuee]Gy ”
[{ ovijoar év dngomdher, slg d wiy dveyoa]giy (0)
[oBrow wov Taulav Tob Jdjuov AAANL doayulds éx T

20 [@y rave Yyplouare dvaliorouévwy tai] dfuwe

[F--m e m - - R JyY
[om e w10 ___ . INOS
[F-----------~ R 1EO
[F--mmm e m e W .o 1E
Frac. B

1 adrolg - -------"- - - m - - ]
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The letters zovgzmpory in line 12 are puzzling. The only restoration which seems at
all possible is zovg wiy ozij[Ayr, i.e., the stela on which the alliance between Philip and
the Chaleidians was inscribed; but does this sentence refer to the recording of the alliance
and the setting up of the stela or to the destruction of it? None of the customary
phrases for the inscribing of a stela seem to fit the requirements. The sense of the passage
must be something like this: The Acanthians, Dians, and any other cities which so desire
are to make an alliance with Athens, and the existing treaty between Philip and those
cities is to be null and void. The text is interpreted best if it is dated in 349/8 and
regarded as a record of the attempt at rapprochement between Athens and the Chalcidians.!
It belongs in the same period as the treaty between Athens and Olynthus. The decree
therefore provides for the contracting of a general alliance, and in effect makes an offer

1 Bee G. Glotz and R. Cohen, Histoire Grecque, 111, p. 282; since Acanthus and Dium seem to have
been independent of the Chalcidie League, we may regard the alliance recorded on the xowi oridy as
separate from that concluded by Olynthus with Athens.
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to all Greek cities to join in this alliance. Because all the alliances of Athens were
customarily inscribed on stone and set up on the Acropolis, it became a common idiom
to use the word oAy with the verb xafiedsiy in the figurative sense “to break a treaty.”
The oration of Demosthenes “In behalf of the Megalopolitans,” 27, offers an excellent
example: Aéyovor volvvy ot udhiora Joxotvreg dinoua Aéyswy dg Osi Tag orhhog xaledeiv atrodg
vdg meos Onfaiovg; i.e., vig meel wig ovupoayieg. The full phrase is preserved in the
Athenian decree about the alliance with the Thessalians, I G., 112, 11 , lines 39-40:!
]y 08 or[)A[py )]y meo[¢] AA[EEa]vde]or [xa]led[ei]y Tog [tauic]e wijc fed [y mleo[l
77j]g [o]vupeayielc]. Consequently some phrase using ozydyy xafedeiv seems to be suitable.
For the restoration of lines 9-10 compare I G-, 112, 125, line 5:

[v@v m]dlewy Thy o[v]uuayidwy

The phrase déxe fugo@r is a common one; see, for example, 1. G, I1%, 130, lines 15 sqq.:
[zov 08 yoa]upa[tée] wig Bolvriig] evaye[dwaer &v] orih[n] déne [fHused]v [év dngomdd]e[t]
véheo 1]y volig Aay]d[oov.

1 Cf. also Arrian, Anab., 11,1, 4; 2, 2; Dem., In Lept., 37; Phil, frag., 135.
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